**Specifications table**TableSubject area*Economics*More specific subject area*Companies, economics of corporate relations*Type of data*Table, graphs*How data was acquired*Collection of publicly available incorporation data on enterprises and their financial statements from SPARK-Interfax information Agency*[@bib1]*and Interfax Corporate Information Disclosure Centre*[@bib2]Data format*Estimated, analysed*Experimental factors*The data description deals with the distribution of the cost for making hard copies of documents at enterprises if requested by stakeholders according to established rates*Experimental features*The experiment rests on the hypothesis that the cost of document copying is a significant indicator of business transparency in Russia*Data source location*Institute of Economics of the Ural Branch of the Russian Academy of Sciences (Ekaterinburg, Russian Federation), Ural State University of Economics (Ekaterinburg, Russian Federation)*Data accessibility*Data available in this article*

**Value of the data**●It is possible to use the data for an alternative assessment of business transparency and barriers when accessing corporate information.●The data make it possible to consider extra factors in research models of regional and sectorial differentiation between Russian companies.●The data will be useful for associated research on pricing for non-core services of companies and on market behaviour modelling.●It is possible to use the data for an analysis of a level of a direct interaction of Russian enterprises with stakeholders.●The data and techniques make it possible for other scholars to replicate and expand the analysis and check results of similar empirical studies.

1. Data {#s0005}
=======

The exposure of research data is a set of entries (which authors have put together in compliance with the empirical model) as of June 2018 about Russian companies and costs that stakeholders incur when request hard copies of the corporate documents. Financial indicators have supplemented the corporate information making it possible to correlate and calculate weighted average values for the cost. For the analysis, authors used key financial indicators of enterprises for the previous reporting year (2016) taken from the SPARK-Interfax Information Agency [@bib1]. They include share capital, net assets, return on sales, net profit margin (ROS), gross profit margin, assets, equity, revenue, and net profit/loss. Preliminary estimates of sample coverage by internal classification criteria (region and unstructured sectors on the register of the Interfax Corporate Information Disclosure Centre [@bib2]) had showed strong differentiation and authors made changes to the list of classification criteria. Federal districts were a regional distribution unit. For a presentation of the data exposure, authors substituted unstructured sectors with aggregative sectors according to the Russian Classifier of Economic Activities (OKVED) [@bib3]. Authors have assigned the sectors with poorly presented companies to "others" \[sectors\], in order to have higher representativeness of estimated levels of corporate information accessibility.

The processed data in the exposure have a form of tables and graphs. Graphs ([Fig. 1](#f0005){ref-type="fig"}, [Fig. 2](#f0010){ref-type="fig"}) show standard and Pareto distributions of the usual cost for hard copy making for documents if requested by stakeholders for all the companies, regardless of their business and incorporation place.Fig. 1Standard cost distribution for document hard copy making (RUB/page) \[as of June, 2018\].Fig. 1Fig. 2Pareto distribution for document hard copy making (RUB/page) by case frequency \[as of June, 2018\].Fig. 2

Tables show calculated values from descriptive statistics on dynamics in values of the cost for corporate document hard copy making, average and weighted average values for compared key indicators (chosen within the empirical study model). Tables also show correlation coefficients for some of the most significant financial indicators. The data set contains detailed calculations by Russian regions (federal districts) ([Table 1](#t0005){ref-type="table"}) and aggregated sectors ([Table 2](#t0010){ref-type="table"}). In compliance with assumed range bins, authors have also presented the integral distribution of usual costs for document hard copy making for both whole Russia, and regions ([Table 3](#t0015){ref-type="table"}) and aggregated sectors ([Table 4](#t0020){ref-type="table"}). Estimated calculations make it possible to complete a system analysis of a free access to corporate information in Russia for subsequent interpretation of trends and recommendation development.Table 1Descriptive statistics and correlated costs of document hard copy making by Russian regions \[as of June 2018\].Table 1**IndicatorsRussiaFederal districts of RussiaSFDCFDUFDSFDNCFDNWFDVFDCFDFEFD***I. Descriptive statistics of document hard copy making*Average cost, RUB/page22.9614.9520.8732.537.2949.7657.9613.735.566.62Standard error6.279.047.2021.821.9943.1347.465.191.060.59Median, RUB/page4.002.365.004.503.003.005.004.005.005.00Mode, RUB/page5.002.005.005.003.002.005.005.005.005.00Standard deviation446.7214.9278.0469.446.7657.01095.8164.94.98.5Sample excess2176.4516.91124.6442.8380.9230.8532.2834.03.175.3Sample asymmetry43.022.432.120.918.715.223.127.91.77.5Minimum (1), RUB/page0000000000Minimum (2), RUB/page0.170.200.170.220.310.400.250.202.001.00Maximum, RUB/page25,3005,00010,00010,0001,00010,00025,300500020100Number of observations5,0705651,4924635512325331,00921204  *II. Average and weighted average values*Average number of documents per enterprise for all the time9583991179461929827106Average number of events per enterprise for all the time1411121571611387714014049173Average number of documents and events per enterprise for all the time23719425527823113823223876279Average age of enterprises in the sample, yrs.21.522.421.520.921.922.821.121.320.721.3WAS on number of enterprises' documents, RUB/page15.7912.1912.428.015.757.4973.686.709.356.19WAS on enterprises' number of events, RUB/page10.9111.349.6712.825.6910.5023.958.6713.627.05WAS on enterprises' number of documents and events, RUB/page12.8811.7010.7410.805.719.1843.617.8612.116.73WAS on enterprises' size of shared capital, RUB/page5.313.465.146.973.862.558.684.7916.216.19WAS on enterprises' size of equity, RUB/page5.154.404.873.725.8483.576.194.32−0.045.22WAS on enterprises' size of net assets, RUB/page5.154.404.863.725.8483.556.184.320.575.23WAS on enterprises' revenue, RUB/page5.644.454.745.117.3435.876.535.812.596.24  *III. Cost correlation coefficients*Correlation on enterprise׳s number of documents−0.019−0.016−0.030−0.062−0.042−0.0640.019−0.0620.604−0.069Correlation on enterprise׳s number of events−0.016−0.014−0.019−0.031−0.019−0.057−0.023−0.0240.6720.039Correlation on enterprises' number of documents and events−0.018−0.016−0.023−0.045−0.027−0.069−0.013−0.0380.6590.012Enterprises revenue correlation−0.003−0.012−0.005−0.0090.000−0.003−0.008−0.007−0.4070.011Equity correlation−0.002−0.008−0.004−0.005−0.0040.004−0.008−0.007−0.136−0.016Shared capital size correlation−0.002−0.005−0.004−0.010−0.010−0.007−0.004−0.0070.677−0.013Enterprise age correlation0.0100.016−0.0010.0370.043−0.0020.030−0.0500.5350.091Net assets correlation−0.002−0.008−0.005−0.005−0.0040.004−0.008−0.007−0.137−0.016Profit (loss) correlation−0.003−0.006−0.004−0.003−0.001−0.001−0.005−0.004−0.187−0.014[^1]Table 2Descriptive statistics and correlated costs of document hard copy making in Russian enterprises by aggregated sectors \[as of June 2018\].Table 2**IndicatorsRussiaTypes of economic activities (aggregated sectors)Section ASection BSection CSection DSection FSection GSection HSection JSection KSection LSection MOther***I. Descriptive statistics on the cost of enterprise׳s document hard copy*Average cost, RUB/page22.968.886.6221.5753.758.6634.946.007.456.9514.7191.8210.86Standard error6.272.711.777.5843.652.9229.750.532.240.957.2265.822.88Median, RUB/page4.004.003.804.504.004.394.324.002.853.504.005.003.50Mode, RUB/page5.005.0010.005.005.005.005.005.002.000.005.005.005.00Standard deviation446.761.817.9281.3662.054.2545.311.518.016.5190.91,306.643.3Sample excess2,176.4253.986.81,154.0225.3326.5335.979.821.2158.0669.0355.683.9Sample asymmetry43.015.99.032.814.917.818.38.14.611.325.618.58.6Minimum (1), RUB/page0000000000000Maximum (2), RUB/page0.171.000.240.170.500.200.210.400.250.500.310.200.40Maximum, RUB/page25,3001,000178.3910,00010,0001,00010,0001501002505,00025,300500Number of observations5,070521102137623034633647265303699394226  *II. Average and weighted average values*Average number of documents per enterprise for all the time956212610215180878791163829371Average number of events per enterprise for all the time14163279156252991131131863869012475Average number of documents and events per enterprise for all the time237125405258403179200199277549172216146Average age of enterprises in the sample, yrs.21.521.821.222.917.321.921.822.019.218.621.821.019.9WAS on a number of enterprises' documents, RUB/page15.795.085.5512.946.778.265.165.804.556.496.60105.828.44WAS on a number of enterprises' events, RUB/page10.917.984.8810.437.146.5915.295.353.628.4511.3636.539.00WAS on a number of enterprises' documents and events, RUB/page12.886.545.0911.427.007.3410.905.543.937.879.0966.218.73WAS on a size of shared capital of enterprises, RUB/page5.315.974.854.963.672.683.625.971.505.944.1915.631.33WAS cost on a size of equity of enterprises, RUB/page5.155.892.965.556.434.007.795.361.237.795.417.152.48WAS on a size of net assets of enterprises, RUB/page5.155.892.965.636.424.127.795.361.237.015.427.152.48WAS on enterprises' revenue, RUB/page5.645.742.897.377.155.447.634.321.083.476.3810.8912.81  *III. Cost correlation coefficients*Correlation on enterprise׳s number of documents−0.019−0.079−0.099−0.042−0.090−0.009−0.066−0.025−0.190−0.027−0.0630.013−0.090Correlation on enterprise׳s number of events−0.016−0.013−0.056−0.030−0.048−0.038−0.024−0.040−0.1020.061−0.021−0.031−0.040Correlation on enterprises' number of documents and events−0.018−0.046−0.065−0.037−0.062−0.030−0.041−0.039−0.1230.043−0.044−0.020−0.067Enterprises revenue correlation−0.003−0.010−0.036−0.010−0.030−0.010−0.007−0.012−0.089−0.071−0.015−0.0100.010Equity correlation−0.002−0.022−0.038−0.009−0.013−0.018−0.006−0.003−0.0870.066−0.004−0.005−0.016Shared capital size correlation−0.002−0.009−0.020−0.005−0.011−0.016−0.0040.000−0.109−0.011−0.004−0.013−0.018Enterprise age correlation0.0100.010−0.009−0.0090.062−0.0010.025−0.016−0.0620.052−0.0650.0430.062Net assets correlation−0.002−0.022−0.038−0.009−0.013−0.018−0.006−0.003−0.0870.047−0.004−0.005−0.016Profit (loss) correlation−0.003−0.009−0.019−0.005−0.011−0.003−0.005−0.036−0.0900.020−0.002−0.0050.025[^2]Table 3Value distribution of the cost for making hard copies of corporate documents by Russian regions \[as of June 2018\].Table 3**Cost range bin, RUB/pageIntegral distribution, %RussiaFederal districts of RussiaSFDCFDUFDSFDNCFDNWFDVFDCFDFEFD**0.00\*6.98.07.012.79.42.64.34.79.55.9(0.00; 1.00\]12.714.311.921.216.215.16.210.69.59.3(1.00; 2.00\]29.049.222.133.536.541.813.129.528.616.2(2.00; 3.00\]43.764.234.042.861.265.123.645.738.131.4(3.00; 4.00\]\*50.471.339.148.866.166.838.552.838.137.3(4.00; 5.00\]\*71.788.862.567.682.686.258.777.076.261.3(5.00; 6.00\]74.390.165.371.585.587.562.379.476.263.2(6.00; 7.00\]77.090.867.775.288.488.865.982.776.268.1(7.00; 8.00\]78.491.968.976.788.988.867.784.776.271.6(8.00; 9.00\]79.892.269.984.289.388.868.985.281.072.5(9.00; 10.91\]\*92.598.689.791.695.596.188.493.890.592.2(10.91; 12.88\]\*93.598.691.392.996.097.088.994.390.593.6(12.88; 15.79\]\*95.098.893.495.096.997.091.695.395.296.6(15.79; 22.96\]\*96.698.995.696.898.097.494.296.7100.098.5(22.96; 50.00\]98.699.198.598.798.798.397.798.9100.099.5(50.00; 100.00\]99.299.399.199.199.399.199.199.2100.0100.0(100.00; ∝)100.0100.0100.0100.0100.0100.0100.0100.0100.0100.0[^3]Table 4Distribution of cost for making hard copies of documents across Russian companies by aggregated sectors \[as of June 2018\].Table 4**Cost range bin, RUB/pageIntegral distribution, %RussiaTypes of economic activity (aggregated sectors)Section ASection BSection CSection DSection FSection GSection HSection JSection KSection LSection MOther**0.00\*6.93.847.845.6710.007.518.045.0812.3115.516.586.357.96(0.00; 1.00\]12.77.8714.7111.5614.3513.5813.6910.5923.0819.1413.0213.7114.60(1.00; 2.00\]29.028.4132.3525.4431.7430.6430.3629.4549.2330.3629.9026.6534.96(2.00; 3.00\]43.747.4148.0441.5743.0445.9543.4545.1360.0037.6245.6437.3149.12(3.00; 4.00\]\*50.451.8251.9648.3350.8749.7149.7051.4860.0055.4551.2244.6755.75(4.00; 5.00\]\*71.777.7469.6169.1167.3973.4173.8176.4880.0067.9974.2560.9175.66(5.00; 6.00\]74.379.0873.5372.1772.1775.1477.3878.6080.0072.6175.5464.4777.88(6.00; 7.00\]77.081.7776.4775.4478.2677.4679.1780.3081.5473.9378.2567.0180.09(7.00; 8.00\]78.482.5378.4376.7481.7478.3280.9581.5783.0876.5779.1168.7881.42(8.00; 9.00\]79.882.5380.3977.7683.0479.7781.2582.4283.0878.5579.6976.1481.42(9.00; 10.91\]\*92.595.2096.0890.6391.7493.3593.4594.7092.3189.1193.5691.1294.25(10.91; 12.88\]\*93.596.3596.0891.2893.4894.5194.6495.7693.8589.7794.2892.6494.25(12.88; 15.79\]\*95.097.5097.0693.9095.6595.6695.5495.9793.8591.4295.7194.4294.69(15.79; 22.96\]\*96.698.2797.0695.6496.9697.4098.2197.2593.8595.0597.4296.4594.69(22.96; 50.00\]98.699.6299.0298.1197.8399.1399.4099.1596.9299.3498.7197.9797.79(50.00; 100.00\]99.299.6299.0298.6998.7099.7199.7099.79100.0099.6799.4398.7398.23(100.00; ∝)100.0100.00100.00100.00100.00100.00100.00100.00100.00100.00100.00100.00100.00[^4]

2. Experimental design, materials, and methods {#s0010}
==============================================

2.1. Study area {#s0015}
---------------

The empirical study was organised from the entire assembly, i.e. enterprises that are on the register of the agency accredited by the Bank of Russia for corporate information disclosure. The Interfax Corporate Information Disclosure Centre [@bib2] was a chosen source of raw data. The register included public and privately held companies in the Russian market of securities: joint-stock companies (widely), limited liability companies (narrowly) and state-owned corporations (narrowly). The register included both active companies, and the enterprises that had already ceased their operations. Sampling included several criteria and stages.

Decisions on a composition of the entire assembly were as of the data collection time. As of June 2018, the registry contained 36,798 non-repeated entries on enterprises with various degrees of activism. Herewith, making the entire assembly, authors only reviewed enterprises incorporated in Russia. Authors did not take into account the overseas enterprises that had disclosed corporate information in the Russian market of securities. This information on the distribution by Russian regions and sectors served as a basis for the sample quality assessment at sampling stages. The data for a final analysis were an exposure of the effort in compliance with the empirical model.

2.2. Sample {#s0020}
-----------

To assess a quality of samples, we calculated a limiting error for the observations made at various sampling stages that had preceded the acquisition of the research data exposure. We calculated the limiting error for confidence levels of 90%, 95%, and 99%. In total, sampling included three stages according to the empirical model and resulted in the sample size of 9366, 6555, and 5070 companies respectively. At stages of the empirical model, the coverage was not less than 13.78% as compared to the entire assembly from the registry of companies (excluding the criteria of activism) with samples. Such a coverage allowed low values of the actual limiting error ([Table 5](#t0025){ref-type="table"}), as well as average, minimum, and maximum limiting error among internal classification criteria in the sample ([Table 6](#t0030){ref-type="table"}). As classification criteria, we had chosen regions of Russia (subjects and federal districts) as an incorporation place, as well as unstructured sectors (according to the scale of the Interfax Corporate Information Disclosure Centre [@bib2]). In 99% of cases, the low limiting error of 2.55--3.47% for the confidence P level points out to representativeness of the sample and the empirical study in progress.Table 5Sample quality and data exposure.Table 5**Sampling stageEntire assembly (register of companies)Sample size (companies)Coverage, %Share of factor criterionActual limiting error (∆p), %*P* = 90%*P* = 95%*P* = 99%**136,7989,36625.450.51.631.942.55236,7986,55517.810.51.952.323.05336,7985,07013.780.52.222.643.47[^5]Table 6Data exposure quality by internal classification criteria.Table 6**IndicatorShare of factor criterionLimiting error (∆p), %*P* = 90%*P* = 95%*P* = 99%***I. Internal classification criteria - by region (subject) of Russia \[3*rd *stage\]*[\*](#tbl6fnStar){ref-type="table-fn"}Average limiting error0.52.382.843.73Minimum limiting error0.51.381.652.16Maximum limiting error0.55.276.278.25  *II. Internal classification criteria -- by unstructured industry \[3*rd *stage\]*[\*\*](#tbl6fnStarStar){ref-type="table-fn"}Average limiting error0.52.432.903.81Minimum limiting error0.51.401.662.19Maximum limiting error0.54.925.877.71  *III. Internal classification criteria -- by region (federal district) of Russia \[3*rd *stage\]*[\*\*\*](#tbl6fnStarStarStar){ref-type="table-fn"}Average limiting error0.52.212.633.46Minimum limiting error0.52.012.393.14Maximum limiting error0.52.432.903.81[^6][^7][^8][^9]

As for criteria of internal classification, in the data exposure, companies' presentation is non-homogeneous. The value range spread of the specific share of companies in unstructured sectors is 31.5 percentage points, from 0.2% (insurance companies) to 31.7% (other companies). There are similar values obvious for regions (federal districts) of Russia, among which, the Central Federal District has the highest representation with a specific share of 29.4% of companies in the exposure, while the Crimean Federal District is the least representative one with its 0.4%. There is a shift in the structure of companies in the sample at the third stage of sampling. This makes it difficult to have a cluster analysis by criteria of internal classification. This limitation does not apply to the general analysis of distribution.

2.3. Empirical models {#s0025}
---------------------

The author׳s research approach includes a distribution analysis of cost for hard copying of corporate documents for stakeholders. Our goal is the identification of barriers that are in place when we offline access such the information and tracing trends towards changes in the development of corporate ethical obligations and business practices in Russia in terms of business transparency. The empirical model assumes consecutive sampling of data that meet the given parameters.

At *the first stage*, we collected initial data on companies from the registry of the Interfax Corporate Information Disclosure Centre [@bib2] with a technical restriction of a recall ratio in a pair of classification criteria "region -- industry" with no more than 400 entries. An additional condition for sampling is an active status of a company implying that in January-June, 2018, it posted/published at least one document or event. Based on these criteria, the first sample included 9,366 companies in total.

*The second stage* of sampling focuses on stated cost for making hard (printed) copies of requested documents, as well as banking details for payments. This data unit is a core in the empirical research. Enterprises that had not submitted such a statement were out of the sample. Statements had not been structured or in any way standardized, so their processing was manual with a random check (which might lead to a slightly higher error percent in estimates). Based on sampling results at the stage, the completed intermediate sample included 6,555 companies.

The final *third stage* of sampling presents the research data exposure. The sampling principle relied on incomplete statements. The sample did not include the enterprises that had not clearly referred to costs for document hard copy making. We mean statements that only contain banking details, links to company׳s rates posted on corporate sites or other resources except for a data collection service, or links to rates targeted at deleted documents and pages. The sampling resulted in a database of 5070 companies, for which scholars later held a distribution analysis.

The data exposure has a number of research limitations and assumptions. This is mainly due to pricing for making hard copies of documents. This very criterion is the basis of a comparison and analysis. In our research, the cost is for a page of a document in the national currency. A simulated case has the following description:a)Consumer is an individual, not affiliated with a company and not a shareholder,b)Requested document is one-paged,c)Copy is in A4 format, one sided, black and white, with no duplication,d)Rates are for copying within 7 days of a request day.Note that Russian legislation provides for shorter timeframes for provision of documents to shareholders about general meetings of company׳s participants (up to 5 days). At the same time, it allows extending the standard period for 20 days if there are more than 10 requested documents or their volume is over 200 pages. At its discretion, an enterprise might make a limited number of documents and their volume for delivery higher in an extended period of time, but must fix it with the Charter or other in-house record of a joint-stock company),e)Due to specifics of the Russian tax legislation, the cost for document copying includes VAT if a company׳s statement contains a proviso saying that there is a need in its payment. In all the other cases, the cost is shown *as is*,f)Companies׳ statements on fees for document copying were published on different days, but we consider them valid and up-to-date (this assumption may lead to a slightly higher error percentage in estimates if companies have not submitted their updated statements to accredited institution "Interfax Centre for Corporate Information Disclosure" [@bib2]),g)In the research, authors have ignored the fact that in case of approved corporate rates in place for hard copying, in some cases hard copies are free of charge. This might depend on a subjective managerial decision, when a volume of requested documents is very limited and an aggregate value (to be charged) is insignificant.

Transparency document. Supplementary material {#s0035}
=============================================

Supplementary material.
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[^1]: Note: WAS --- is weighted average cost; minimum (2) --- is minimally non-zero value; SFD --- is Southern Federal District; CFD --- is Central Federal District; UFD --- is Ural Federal District; SFD --- is Siberian Federal District; NCFD --- is North Caucasian Federal District; NWFD --- is Northwestern Federal District; VFD --- is Volga Federal District; CFD --- is Crimean Federal District; FEFD --- is Far Eastern Federal District.

[^2]: Note: WAS --- is weighted average cost; minimum (2) --- is minimally non-zero value; Section A --- Agriculture, forestry, hunting, fishing and fish farming; Section B --- Mineral extraction; Section C --- Manufacturing; Section D --- Supply of power, gas and steam, air conditioning; Section F --- Construction; Section G--- Wholesale and retail trade, motor vehicle and motorcycle maintenance; Section H --- Transportation and storage; Section J --- Activities in the field of information and communications; Section K --- Financial and insurance business; Section L --- Real estate; Section M --- Vocational, academic, and technical careers; Others (Section E --- Water supply, water disposal, organization of waste collection and disposal, pollution elimination, Section I --- Hotels and public catering enterprises, Section N --- Administration and related supplementary services, Section O --- Public administration and military safety and security and social care, Section P --- Education, Section Q --- Public health and social support, Section R --- Culture, sports, leisure, and entertainment arrangements, Section S --- Provision of other types of services).

[^3]: Note: 0.00 --- means that documents are provided without a fee (free of charge); 4.00 --- is a cost median in Russia; 5.00 --- is a cost mode in Russia; 10.91 --- is a weighted average cost by a number of events of Russian companies; 12.88 -- is a weighted average cost by a number of documents and events of Russian companies; 15.79 --- is a weighted average cost by a number of documents of Russian companies; 22.96 --- is an average cost in Russia; SFD --- is Southern Federal District; CFD --- is Central Federal District; UFD --- is Ural Federal District; SFD --- is Siberian Federal District; NCFD --- is North Caucasian Federal District; NWFD --- is North-western Federal District; VFD -- is Volga Federal District; CFD --- is Crimean Federal District; FEFD --- is Far Eastern Federal District.

[^4]: Note: 0.00 --- means that documents are provided without a fee (free of charge); 4.00 --- is a cost median in Russia; 5.00 --- is a cost mode in Russia; 10.91 --- is a weighted average cost by a number of events of Russian companies; 12.88 --- is a weighted average cost by a number of documents and events of Russian companies; 15.79 --- is a weighted average cost by a number of documents of Russian companies; 22.96 --- is an average cost in Russia; Section A --- Agriculture, forestry, hunting, fishing and fish farming; Section B -- Mineral extraction; Section C --- Manufacturing; Section D -- Supply of power, gas and steam, air conditioning; Section F --- Construction; Section G --- Wholesale and retail trade, motor vehicle and motorcycle maintenance; Section H --- Transportation and storage; Section J --- Activities in the field of information and communications; Section K --- Financial and insurance business; Section L --- Real estate; Section M --- Vocational, academic, and technical careers; Others (Section E --- Water supply, water disposal, organization of waste collection and disposal, pollution elimination, Section I --- Hotels and public catering enterprises, Section N --- Administration and related supplementary services, Section O --- Public administration and military safety and security and social care, Section P -- Education, Section Q --- Public health and social support, Section R --- Culture, sports, leisure, and entertainment arrangements, Section S --- Provision of other types of services).

[^5]: Note: *P* -- is a reliability/accuracy, and ∆*p* -- is a limiting error.

[^6]: Note: *P* -- is a reliability/accuracy, ∆*p* -- is a limiting error;

[^7]: Is 85 subjects of the Russian Federation;

[^8]: They used unstructured sectors according to the registry of companies of the Interfax Corporate Information Disclosure Centre [@bib2] (banks; pulp, paper and woodworking industry; investment companies; light industry; mechanic engineering; research institutions; oil and gas production and refining; food industry; production of construction materials; communications; agriculture; insurance companies; construction; fuel industry; trade; transportation; services; chemical industry; holdings and property management companies; ferrous and non-ferrous industry; power sector; other);

[^9]: Stands for nine federal district of the Russian Federation.
